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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). !n no event, however, may a reply be timely fiied 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 27 February 2007 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1:3 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1^ is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim{s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim{s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 10 September 2004 is/are: a)S accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) Including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 

Applicant's submission filed on 2/27/07 has been entered. 

Cancellation of claims 4-1 0 has been entered. 

Claims 1-3 are pending in the instant application. 

Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The following title is suggested: "Plasma display panel having dielectric layer with 
curved corners". 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim language of 
Claim 1 does not comply with the drawing submitted by applicant. Figures teach a 
dielectric layer covering - a substantially entire front (or back) substrate - whereas the 
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claims read a dielectric layer covering "a display electrode." In its current state, the 
claims do not require the dielectric layer be disposed over a front (or back) substrate in 
its entirety. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

1. Claims 1-3 rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(b) as being anticipated by Yonehara et 
al (JP 2001 -283738 A). 

Regarding Claim 1, Yonehara teaches a first dielectric layer (613, see at least 
Fig. 10) having a substantially rectangular shape (shape of PDP, Fig. 10) for covering a 
display electrode (612) which is formed on a front substrate (61 1) and which includes a 
scan electrode (612a) and a sustain electrode (612b); and a second dielectric layer 
(septums, 630 or 32, Fig. 5, septum ingredient, such as glass material, [0007]) having a 
substantially rectangular shape for covering a data electrode (22, address electrodes) 
formed on a back substrate (21), wherein the second dielectric layer (32) in plane view 
has a four comers (refer now to Fig. 5) with a radius of curvature of other than zero 
(rounded corners, Fig. 5), and each of the four corners is where two sides of the 
substantially rectangular shape meet (Fig. 5). 
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Regarding Claim 2. Yonehara teaches that the second dielectric layer (32) is 
formed from a precursor material (material before "baking process," [0008]), the 
precursor material laver has a substantially rectangular shape (32), and four corners of 
the substantially rectangular shaped precursor material layer are rounded (rounded 
corners. Fig. 5). 

The applicant is claiming the product of dielectric layer that is formed by firing a 
precursor material layer transferred from a transfer film, consequently, Clairfi 2 is 
considered "product-by-process" claim. In spite of the fact that the product-by-process 
claim may recite only process limitations, it is the product and not the recited process 
that is covered by the claim. Further, patentability of a claim to a product does not rest 
merely on the difference in the method by which the product is made. If the product in 
the product-by-process claim is the same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, 
the claim is unpatentable even though the prior art product was made by a different 
process. 

Furthermore, it is well established that a claimed apparatus cannot be 
distinguished over the prior art by a process limitation. Consequently, absent a showing 
of an unobvious difference between the claimed product and the prior art, the subject 
product-by-process claim limitation is not afforded patentable weight (see MPEP 2113). 

Regarding Claim 3, Yonehara teaches that the second dielectric layer (32) is 
formed by a photosensitivity material (photosensitive material which contains a septum 
ingredient, [0008]), the precursor material layer has a substantially rectangular shape 
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(PDP, Fig. 5), and four comers of the substantially rectangular shaped precursor 
material layer are rounded (rounded corners, see Fig. 5). 

The applicant is claiming the product of forming a dielectric layer by firing the 
photosensitive material, consequently, Claim 3 is considered "product-by-process" 
claim. In spite of the fact that the product-by-process claim may recite only process 
limitations, it is the product and not the recited process that is covered by the claim. 
Further, patentability of a claim to a product does not rest merely on the difference in 
the method by which the product is made. If the product in the product-by-process 
claim is the same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable 
even though the prior art product was made by a different process. 

Furthermore, it is well established that a claimed apparatus cannot be 
distinguished over the prior art by a process limitation. Consequently, absent a showing 
of an unobvious difference between the claimed product and the prior art, the subject 
product-by-process claim limitation is not afforded patentable weight (see MPEP 21 13). 

Other Prior Art Cited 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

US 6252353 B1 to Ha et al teaches a rounded dielectric layer. 

US 6008582 to Asano et al teaches a dielectric barrier rib that has rounded 
corners (Fig. 12). 

US 5736815 to Amemiya teaches a dielectric layer with corners. 
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